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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cov r sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 11 May 2006 . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 1-7.9, 12. 14. 15, 18.20-23,25.26.28.30-32 and 34-44 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) (EI Claim(s) 15. 18.20-23.25.26.28 and 30-32 is/are allowed. 

6) [X] Claim(s) 1-7.9.12.14.35-44 is/are rejected. 

7) E] Claim(s) 34 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) E3 The drawing(s) filed on 15 October 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)[><] objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the guide locks must 
be shown as being loops, as recited in claims 39-41, or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. Also, the guide locks must be shown 
positioned on a sidewall of the guide channel, as recited in claims 1, 3, 23, 38, and 41, 
or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

2. Claim 34 is objected to because of the following informalities: The claim is 
currently labeled "Original", although it should be labeled "Currently Amended". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-7, 9, 12, 14, 35-42, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Neill in view of Price, Jr. et al. (US 5,193,696). 

Regarding claims 1 and 35, Neill discloses a system for removably fastening a 
cargo module to a vehicle, comprising: an elongate guide (14) carried by the vehicle for 
mounting the cargo module (11), the guide having two opposing elongate walls defining 
an inside of the guide there between, the guide having at least one hole for receiving a 
retaining member (34), the hole being located such that the cargo module cannot slide 
out of its stored position. 

Neill fails to disclose a guide lock located inside of the guide and the cargo 
module having a cargo lock configured to slide inside the guide along the walls until the 
cargo lock engages the guide lock. 

Price, Jr. et al., however, like Neill, also discloses a carrying system where a 
cargo module is slid into position along a guide. Price, Jr. et al. teaches that it is not 
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desirable for such a cargo container to come to an abrupt stop while sliding inside of the 
guide as this might disrupt or damage the contents of the cargo module. In order to 
prevent this, Price, Jr. et al. teaches that a guide lock (96) is located inside of the guide, 
on the bottom of the guide, such that when the cargo module approaches it proper 
location, a cargo lock (80) extending downward from the cargo module engages the 
guide lock and brings the cargo module to a gradual stop and prevents further 
movement in the initial sliding direction. Currently, the device of Neill does not have a 
mechanism that slows the cargo module as it reaches its storage position. The cargo 
module is pushed onto the top of the car by a user and only stops when it bumps into 
stopping member (31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the device of Neill by including a cargo lock 
on the bottom of the cargo module and a guide lock mounted to the bottom of the guide, 
as taught by Price, Jr. et al., so that when a user pushed the cargo module into the 
guide, the cargo module would come to a gradual stop once the cargo lock engaged the 
guide lock, reducing or eliminating any disruption or damage to the contents of the 
cargo module. 

Regarding claim 2, the guide lock of the modified Neill device is mounted on the 
bottom of the guide, effectively satisfying the limitations of the claim. 

Regarding claims 3, 38, and 41, Examiner takes the position that there is no 
inventive step in moving or rearranging the functional parts of a design so long as the 
overall function of the design as a whole is not modified. Therefore, it would have been 
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obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that 
the guide lock could be mounted on either the bottom or the sides of the guide. A 
corresponding cargo lock would certainly still engage the guide lock in either of these 
positions, and the overall function of the locks and the cargo system as a whole would 
not be modified. 

Regarding claims 4 and 36, Applicants guide lock (120), as a tab, is a piece of 
material structured to catch the cargo lock. Because the guide lock of the modified Neill 
device is also structured to catch the cargo lock, Examiner considers this guide lock to 
also be a tab, effectively satisfying the limitations of the claim. 

Regarding claims 5 and 42, the modified Neil device has a hole in at least one of 
the sidewalls for retaining a pin (34) that is inserted through the hole and into the slide 
path. 

Regarding claim 6, Applicant's cargo lock (224), as a tab, is a piece of material 
protruding vertically downward from the bottom of the cargo module which has a 
horizontally extending bottom portion which engages the guide lock. Because the cargo 
lock of the modified Neill device also protrudes vertically downward from the bottom of 
the cargo module and has a horizontally extending bottom portion which engages the 
guide lock (see esp. Figure 8), Examiner considers this cargo lock to also be a tab, 
effectively satisfying the limitations of the claim. 

Regarding claims 7 and 36, Neill in view of Price, Jr. et al. disclose the claimed 
invention except for the cargo lock being a loop. It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to reverse the 
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functional structure of Price, Jr. et al., i.e. reverse the locations of the cargo lock and 
guide lock as disclosed by Price, Jr. et al. so that the cargo lock structure (80) of the 
modified Neill device was fixed to the guide channel and the guide lock (96) was fixed to 
the bottom of the cargo module, since it has been held that a mere reversal of the 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. In re Einstein, 8 
USPQ 167. The resulting cargo lock would now have a loop structure, effectively 
satisfying the limitations of the claim. 

Regarding claim 9, the engagement of the cargo lock and the guide lock of the 
modified Neill device would prevent the cargo lock from sliding to the left, as shown in 
Figure 4, effectively satisfying the limitations of the claims. 

Regarding claim 12, when the cargo lock and the guide lock come into contact, 
the guide lock prevents the cargo lock from being removed from the guide in the sliding 
direction or a direction transverse to the sliding direction, effectively satisfying the 
limitations of the claims. 

Regarding claim 14, the retaining member (34) of the modified Neill device 
prevents the cargo module from sliding to the right, effectively satisfying the limitations 
of the claims. 

Regarding claim 37, the tab of the modified Neill device is mounted on the 
bottom of the guide and a portion of the tab is spaced apart from and extends along the 
bottom of the guide. 
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Regarding claims 39 and 40, the cargo lock of the modified Neill device is a tab 
and the guide lock member is a loop mounted on the bottom of the guide, a portion of 
the tab being spaced from and extending along a surface of the cargo module. 

Regarding claim 44, Neill discloses two guides positioned parallel to and spaced 
apart from one another. 

5. Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the art 
as applied in paragraph #4 above in view of Pedrini et al (US 6,929,163). 

The art as applied above discloses the claimed invention except for a cable 
coupling the retaining pin to the guide. Pedrini et al., however, teach that it is known in 
the art to use a cable to secure a removable retaining pin to the device with which the 
pin is being used, which prevents the pin from being lost or detached from the 
apparatus. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use a cable to secure the retaining pin of the modified Neill 
device to the guide, as taught by Pedrini et al., so as to prevent the pin from being lost. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 5/1 1/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,759 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3727 

the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, motivation was 
found in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

In response to applicant's argument that Price, Jr. et al. is nonanalogous art, it 
has been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's 
endeavor or, if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the 
applicant was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the 
claimed invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 
1992). In this case, Price, Jr. et al. is reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with 
which the applicant was concerned because both Price, Jr. et al. and the applicant are 
concerned with a cargo module (whatever it may hold) sliding along a guide channel 
and the interrelationship between the guide structure and the cargo module structure 
that limits the motion of the cargo module within the guide channel. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claim 34 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the claim 
objections set forth in this Office action. 

Claims 23, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31 , and 32 are allowable over the prior art of record, 
however, the objections to the drawings with respect to claim 23 need to be overcome. 
Claims 15, 18, 20-22 are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Justin M. Larson whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8649. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8am - 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J. Newhouse can be reached on (571) 272-4544. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JML 

6/1/06 



NATHAN J. NEWHOUSE 
SUPERVISORY RATENT EXAMINER 




